July 10, 1971 


Judga Gerhard A. Oasell 
U. S,' District Court for the 
District of Columbia 
Ws shington , D . C . 

Osar J udga Gssall j 


Re: CA 2569-70 

i •• 


It is now almost a month since, at a hearing ia your oourt, the 
Government premised it would, pursuant to its contract with the rep- 
resentative of the estate of the late President John P, Kennedy, take 
photographs of his clothing, official evidence, for me and permit ms 
to study them hut not to have copies* To date I have heard nothing, 
although I have written and asked. There has also been no response 
to my letter. 


As I alleged in prior papers and at the hearing, all of this is but 
& guise for suppression and an effort to interfere with proper re- 
search the sad product of which ia not congenial to the FBI and other 
parts of tbs Government. Some of my inquiries have never teen an- 
swered. It is not uncommon for ala months to slaps® before any 
response. 

I enclose s copy of the letter I wrote the day after the June 15 hear- 
ing you presided over, where the promises were mads by the Assistant 
United States Attorney who had with his an Assistant General Counsel 
of the General Services Administration a® an evidence of gc cd faith 
and to .reassure you on this promise of taking the photographs I re- 
quested and showing them to ms. 

In it I asked these things: when I could se© the pictures, which 

ones already existed, that I bs told approximately when I adght ex- 
pect to be abl® to se® than, and for copies of all applicable 
regulations. 


I'oither you nor I had been provided with all regulations under tha 
law, S U.3.C. 552. As a matter of fact, you terminated the hearing 

when I was about to read to you on® of which I had# not been aware 

until right before the hearing. It is necessary for me to know all 

tha regulations for me to enjoy any rights under tha law. But even 

this simple response, required by law, has not been made in all this 
time. 

The law i&self requires promptness in responding to requests. The 
Administrative Conference of fchs Ufcited States, of which I was unaware 
prior to the hearing, recommends to all agencies that they respond 
within 10 days. The Archives has ignored both law and regulation 
with me for years, and there is a current case, involving another 



Judge Gesall - 


than a hairjggr,! have not been given copies 

attest' ?S A iaifi?> r * 6U iS? iona * !?da when a S3n£ tcr interceded to 
attempt facilitate this, 

Government 'sword to a federal judge has no meaning, what 
th^llw ££e? P eitiaea haTe the "hat meaning does 

f 

A long history persuades as that, unless there is some meaningful 
intercession, ay proper requests will not be honored, or tbe?e will 

to ni a? , b8for f ari ^ perfc is > 5nd that feha proaiss made 

® long ^story also shows that 

ffiy n^ A ng further letters to the Government will not change this. 

As *.ray enclosed letter of June 16 shows, my requests were quite 
asoaast and present no hardship save to those whose real and dis- 

£r3 3U ? pr ! e i sioa * 1 £3ked only four views, two 
of which had been promised long before your hearing and had therein 
oeen xavoarao as a sign of good faith, faking those pictures is s 
setter of minutes only. 

iJr e :: f ° r3 K * lte ?ov ln the ho ?« that, because this promise was 
tf d9 *»© you, ~n your court, in the hearing over which you presided, 
iu nay be proper for you to make inquiry and to see to it that' the 
promise mane was aoo a deception of you, too. 

Sincerely, 


Harold Wei she rg 

Snelo sure 

GCI : Mr. Robert k’ardig 

Dr. James 3. Rhoads 



